J)ea r Phil, 1/5/78 

Selet 1^51, for which thaaks, I*d thou^t that those people yere Renfro's work 
^and subject to the limitations of all of his work, some of which is fine) and that lane 
had merely cribbed it. 

Once he is out of Tennessee lane foes around boasting this is all the result of his 
investigation. He may w§ll have duplicated ^onfro's work, with a tape recorder. He did 
tape an interview with Gracie, he says, Haturally that also is original, even if I turned 
it over to Paul Valentine of the ^st years ago and he did a fine story on it. 

McCraw also is not lane's woik, I interviewed him years a^ on a Sunday, (if I get 
thei-e again and we got together remind me to tell you that story - as indicative or what 
reaction there was from ordinary fempiiians, all of whom were good to me.) I than produced 
him as a witness at the 1974 evidentiary hearing. Now lane has this great new lead. The 
real probalem will be that between natural confabulation with the passing of time and Lane's 
effort to foist off his own point of view JlcCraw may have in fact, or by inference said 
other than identically what he swore to. This is the clasvic illustration of the lawyer 
asking one question too many, in this oase gilding the lily for personal reasons, all 
he needs is under oath in eidsting transcript. No point was served, "o decent lawyer 
would be exploiting it and running a^y risk. Existing record more than adequate & sworn. 

Lana's new Grads Wslden/Stephens version is that Charlie vbb not even in the bldg. 

Re NX clips on JEH releases: thanks much. I liav© the Times story of 1^8/77, 

APs. What is interesting to me here is that a Times reporter who had been assigned to that 
told a friend of mine that .he was merely one of a crew who would bu pawing over those 
records. Only to have the '^imes use a single AP story? WildJ 

Angus was bound to move upward. 

On FBI releases: I've a^ed for a temporary injunctions for a number of reasons. 

One is to effect ccmpliance with my requests for this material going back to 1968. 

Another is to have it in hand to be able to r4ad any records and be able to respond to 
press inquiries froc; the record, not a reporter's hasty impression of it. Still another 
is to support my request under the Set for the remission of costs. So ary clipping can 
have a line that can be of real value. We have a bad judge,for not a perjurer)-the 
one who praised Klaindinest for perjuring himself- and then turned him loose to get 
wealthy.Ro response yet, from judge or government. 

Do you know anything about Dean Cowden or Thomas I, Wilson? Is either dependable? 

I'm troubled that both were silent for so long, especially with all the local 
atxention tlie 1974 evidentiary l»aring got. And I remsmber onlv too well lenfroiis 
joyous boast of running the police ass off with fabrications, le manufactured them to got 
§ven with the cops for giving him a rought time, as I'm sure they did. Renfro was very 
honest with me about tnose kinds of things. And with an appreciative audience he can be 
a very entertaining story teller. 

The latest poop is ttiat the House assassins ccaamittse will issue some kind of report. 

I know no more, except that there have been contrary reports. I can add that as of now I 
know of no "critic" who was for them, meanin.s almost everyone besides me, who now is without 
the most serious doubts. Most are more unhappy than mere doubters, 

Goo year to you all and many thanks. 



